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ATTORNEY rei nst at ement proceedi ng. Rei nst at enent gr ant ed.

11 PER CURI AM W revi ew a referee's report
recommending that Carlos Ganmino's license to practice law in
W sconsin be reinstated. We adopt the referee's findings of
fact and conclusions of |law and conclude that Attorney Gam no's
license to practice |aw should be reinstated. W further direct
Attorney Gamino to pay the costs of the reinstatenent
proceedi ng, which are $4429.13, as of March 14, 2007.

12 Attorney Gamino was licensed to practice law in

Wsconsin in 1997. H's license was suspended for a period of
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si x nmont hs commenci ng January 24, 2006, for m sconduct commtted

in two client matters. See In re Disciplinary Proceedings

Agai nst Gamino, 2005 W 168, 286 Ws. 2d 558, 707 N W2d 132.

In one matter, Attorney Gamino was found to have engaged in a
sexual relationship wth a client in violation of SCR
20:1.8(k)(2). In the other matter, Attorney Gam no was found to
have violated SCR 20:1.7(b) for engaging in sexual relations
with a client's nother. He was also found to have violated SCR
20:3.3(a)(1), SCR 20:8.4(f), and SCR 22.03(6) for making certain
m srepresentations about his conduct to a court and to the
Ofice of Lawer Regulation (OLR). Subsequently, Attorney
Gamno was publicly reprimnded for msconduct consisting of
failure to act with reasonable diligence, failure to imedi ately
refund unearned fees, contacting a client after receiving notice
successor counsel had been retained, and a trust account

vi ol ati on. See In re Disciplinary Proceedi ngs Agai nst Gam no,

2006 W 32, 290 Ws. 2d 1, 712 N.W2d 873.

13 On May 19, 2006, Attorney Gamino filed a petition for
reinstatenent of his license to practice |aw Curry First was
appoi nted referee. A hearing was held before the referee on
Novenber 17, 2006. Follow ng subm ssion of post-hearing briefs,
on February 26, 2007, the referee filed a report and
recommendati on recomendi ng that Attorney Gam no's reinstatenent
petition be granted.

14 The referee found that ©clear, satisfactory and
convincing evidence supported Attorney Gamno's petition for
reinstatenment, and he recommended that Attorney Gam no's |icense

2
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to practice law be reinstated. The referee also recommended
that Attorney Gamino be required to pay the costs of the
rei nst at enent proceedi ng.

15 The standard to be net for reinstatenment of a |aw
license is provided in SCR 22.31(1). The petitioner has the
burden of denonstrating "by clear, satisfactory and convincing
evi dence" that the lawer has the noral character to practice
law, that the lawer's resunption of the practice of law wll
not be detrinental to the admnistration of justice or
subversive of the public interest, and that the |awer has
conplied with SCR 22.26 and the terms of the suspension. I n
addition, SCR 22.29(4) sets forth related requirenents that a
petition for reinstatenent nust show Al'l of these additional

requi renents are effectively incorporated into SCR 22.31(1).

16 This court will adopt a referee's findings of fact
unless they are clearly erroneous. Conclusions of law are
revi ewed de novo. See In re Disciplinary Proceedi ngs Agai nst

Carroll, 2001 W 130, 129, 248 Ws. 2d 662, 636 N.W2d 718.

M7 The referee found that Attorney Ganmno has not
practiced law during his period of suspension. He spent his
time during suspension caring for his tw young children and
managi ng his rental properties. The referee found further that
Attorney Gam no has conplied fully with the terns of the order
of suspension, and that he has numintained conpetence and
learning in the law, as evidenced by a nenorandum from t he Board

of Bar Exam ners.
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18 Attorney Gamno's wife, Attorney Tedia Gam no, and his
father-in-law, WIlliam Snoler, testified in support of Attorney
Gamno's petition for reinstatenent. The referee stated that
this testinony "established positively Gam no's post-suspension
nmoral character and exenpl ary conduct."”

19 The referee noted that the OLR expressed concern
regardi ng evidence suggesting that Attorney Gamno may have
failed to disclose certain known liabilities on | oan
applications he made to refinance property. However, the
referee noted that the dates of the relevant |oan applications
preceded Attorney Gamino's suspension and, after further
di scussion of the evidence presented, stated that the OLR
"failed in convincing this referee" that the evidence should
adversely affect the petition for reinstatenent.

110 The referee noted further that Attorney Gam no has
made arrangenents to pay the costs of his suspension proceeding,
and is currently making nonthly paynents toward those costs.

Utimtely, the referee found that Attorney Gam no has
substanti ated each el enent of the Petition for Reinstatenent."”
11 After careful review of the record we agree with the
referee that Attorney Gamno has established by clear,
satisfactory and convincing evidence that he has satisfied all
of the criteria necessary for reinstatenent. Accordi ngly, we
adopt the referee's findings of fact and conclusions of |aw and

we accept the referee's recomendation to reinstate Attorney

Gamno's license to practice law in Wsconsin. We further
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direct Attorney Gamno to pay the costs of the reinstatenent
pr oceedi ng.

12 IT IS ORDERED that the petition for reinstatenent of
the license of Attorney Carlos Gamno to practice law in
Wsconsin is granted, effective the date of this order.

113 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Attorney Gam no pay the
costs of the reinstatenent proceeding. |If Attorney Gamno fails
to pay the costs of this proceeding as required by this order,
and absent a showng to this court of his inability to pay, the
license of Attorney Carlos Gamno to practice law in Wsconsin
shal | be suspended until further order of the court.

14 ANNETTE K ZIEGER, J., did not participate.
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